LATER OFFENCES A.FD PTJEISHMEFTS                  283

like a thief."1 The policemen were posted not only in graveyards
but also in the crematoria to guard against desecration. Mitragupta
" received from the aldermen (Paiircmmkhajah) the position of
policemen (Smasanaraksdh) in the cemetery."a

The police department, like the others, vyas an organised unit of
administration, although this suggestion cannot be confirmed by
epigraphic evidence. Dandin refers to the police captain (Ndgarika
purusah) by whose order arrested culprits were led away to jail.8
This police captain did not act alone, especially in matters of
arriving at a decision regarding confiscation. Mitragupta relates how,
on receiving some secret information about an elopement, "the
avaricious police-captain convoked the town-council (Pauravrddha-
sannidhi) and took him (Balabhadra) (to them), saying: "This
scoundrel Balabhadra is living in our city with Kanakavat! whom he
stole from her father Nidhipatidatta. You gentlemen will not object to the
entire confiscation of his property." This proposal alarmed Balabhadra,
but Ratnavati (whom he was about to marry) said to him: "Do not
be alarmed. Tell them that this is not Nidhipatidatta's daughter
Kanakavati, but Grhagupta's daughter Eatnavati, given you by her
parents in Yalabhi and decently married. If they do not believe, let
them send a messenger to Ms relatives." Balabhadra consented and
remained on bail from his guild until Grhagupta, informed by letter,
visited the hamlet and returned most joyfully with daughter and
son-in-law,4 This incident reveals that in Dandin's day elopement
or the courting of others' wives implied arrest, that the police
captain convoked the town-council before whom the arrested man
was placed so that they might come to a unanimous decision
regarding any confiscation of goods which the captain suggested, The
culprit, however, was given a chance to defend himself and was
even granted a bail. Such a rough and ready procedure was considered
a system of trial, the absence of which was generally noticed.1

This penalty of confiscation of property was only one of the
several punishments meted out to offenders against the law. The
confiscation of property was probably next in severity to death,
A king in his fury condemned the wretched Arthapati to death

1 Dandin, op. cit., p. 89.
3 7W<?.,p. 178, text, p. 116.
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